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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 4 and 5 are objected to because of the following informalities: The word 
"NA-ESRK" needs to spell out in order to clarify and understandable. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 12-14, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. It is noted that "computer 
programs" do not define any structural and functional interrelationships between 
computer program and other claimed elements of computer which permit the computer 
program's functionality to be realized. See Lowry, 32 F.3d at 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d at 
1035. 

Claims 12-14, 17 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling within 
one of the four statutory categories of invention. Supreme Court precedent 1 and recent 
Federal Circuit decisions 2 indicate that a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must 
(1) be tied to another statutory category (such as a particular apparatus), or (2) 
transform underlying subject matter (such as an article or material) to a different state or 

1 Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. 
Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972); Cochrane v. Deener, 94 U.S. 780, 787-88 (1876). 

2 In re Bilski, 88 USPQ2d 1385 (Fed. Cir. 2008). 
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thing. While the instant claim recites a series of steps or acts to be performed, the claim 
neither transforms underlying subject matter nor is positively tied to another statutory 
category that accomplishes the claimed method steps, and therefore does not qualify as 
a statutory process. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3, 6-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lugo Saucedo et al. (US 7,155,201 B2) in view of Houde (US 5,797,093). 

Consider claims 1, 15, 18, 21, 23, 26 and (12-14, 17, 20 computer program...). 
Lugo Saucedo teaches a method of routing calls in a communications network 
comprising the steps of: 

at a first network node, receiving location information relating to a subscriber 
originating a call (Col. 5, lines 52-55, Fig. 3, step 400 show MSC 42 as read on first node 
that received location information from MS 10) ; 

at said first network node, determining initial routing information based on said 
location information (Fig. 3, step 420 show as first MSC 42 initial routing information); 

sending said location information from said first network node to a second 
network node (Fig. 3, step 420 show as sending said location information from first 
node/MSC 42 to second node/MSC 44); 
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at said second network node, determining updated routing information based on 
said location information (Col. 6, lines 23-26, Fig. 3, step 450 as determining updated 
routing information); 

sending said updated routing information from said second network node to said 
first network node (Col. 6, lines 26-33, Fig.3 show steps 460 and 470); and 

at said first network node, routing said call based on said updated routing 
information (Col.6, lines 40-48, Fig.3 show steps 480 and 490 that first node/MSC 42 
routing based on said updated routing information). Lugo Saucedo teaches most of 
claims limitation but is silent on "routing information". 

In an analogous art, Houde teaches "Routing of an emergency cellular telephone 
cal". Further, Houde teaches serving MSC 12(1) as read on first node that routing 
emergency call to appropriate SMC 12(n) see Col. 3, lines 50-65, Fig.1 Illustrate and 
described). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
modify Lugo Saucedo with Houde's system such that receiving location information and 
then routing location information when the second node update the location information 
in order to provide accurate location/position of the user wherever he/she making 
emergency call. 

Consider claims 2 and 24. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach 
a method as claimed in claim 1, further Houde teaches comprising the step of: 
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indicating to said second network node that said first network node is capable of 
receiving said updated routing information (Col. 4, lines 17-36). 

Consider claim 3. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a method 
as claimed in claim 1 , further Houde teaches comprising the step of: sending said initial 
routing information from said first network node to said second network node (Col.4, 
lines 32-36 teach routing call between anchor MSC 12(1) and MSC 12(2)). 

Consider claim 6. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a method 
of location based routing claimed in claim 1 (see Houde, Title, Col. 3, lines 55-61). 

Consider claims 7 and 16. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach 
a method as claimed in claim 1 , further Houde teaches wherein said call is an 
emergency call (Title) 

Consider claim 8. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a method 
as claimed in claim 1 , further Lugo Saucedo wherein said first network node is a Mobile 
services Switching Centre (Fig. 3, MSC 42).. 

Consider claim 9. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a method 
as claimed in claim 1 , further Lugo Saucedo wherein said second network node is a 
Gateway Mobile Location Centre (Col. 2, lines 35-39 teach AMSC as read on Gateway 



Application/Control Number: 10/562,381 
Art Unit: 2617 

Mobile Location Centre) 



Page 6 



Consider claim 10. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a 
method as claimed in claim 9, further Lugo Saucedo wherein said Gateway Mobile 
Location Centre includes a Zonal Database (Col.4, lines 14-20).. 

Consider claim 11. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a 
method as claimed in claim 9, further Lugo Saucedo teaches comprising the step of: at 
said Gateway Mobile Location Centre, communicating with a Zonal Database to 
determine said updated routing information Col.4, lines 3-20). 

Consider claim 19. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a 
method as claimed in claim 18, further Houde teach comprising the steps of: 
determining whether said updated routing information is required; and transmitting one 
of said updated routing information and a no update required message to said second 
network node (Col.4, lines 37-60). 

Consider claim 22. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a node 
as claimed in claim 21 , further Houde teach wherein said processor is physically 
separated from said node, said node further comprising: communication links to said 
processor (Fig.1 Illustrate plurality of processor is physically separated from said 
node/MSC wherein obvious communication links to said processor). 
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Consider claim 25. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a 
communication network comprising a node according to claim 21 . (see Houde, Fig.1 
Illustrate as a communication network comprising a node). 

5. Claims 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lugo Saucedo et al. (US 7,155,201 B2) in view of Houde (US 5,797,093) and further 
view of Rhodes et al. (US 6,922,565 B2). 

Consider claim 4. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a 
method as claimed in claim 1 , but is silent on wherein said initial routing information 
includes an initial NA-ESRK. 

In an analogous art, Rhodes teaches wherein said initial routing information 
includes an initial NA-ESRK (Col. 4, lines 34-45). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to modify 
Lugo Saucedo and Houde with Rhodes's system such that initial routing information 
includes an initial NA-ESRK in order to determine and identify the accurate 
location/position of the original call. 

Consider claim 5. The combination of Lugo Saucedo and Houde teach a method 
as claimed in claim 1 .Ffurther, Rhodes teaches wherein said updated routing 
information includes an updated NA-ESRK (Col. 6, lines 55-67). 
Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KIET DOAN whose telephone number is (571)272-7863. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8am - 5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Appiah can be reached on 571-272-7904. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kiet Doan/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/Charles N. Appiah/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



